Application No. 10/538,264 

Reply to the Non-Final Office Action of April 28, 2009 
and the Advisory Action of November 16, 2009 

REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

The Office Action of April 28, 2009 was a "non-final" Office Action (see on page 2 
of the April 28 Office Action). Nowhere in the April 28 non-final Office Action is it 
indicated that the April 28 non-final Office Action includes a final rejection. 

Applicants responded to the April 28 non-final Office Action by filing an Amendment 
and Request for Reconsideration on September 28, 2009. The September 28 Amendment 
included amended claims, new claims and arguments in support of patentability. Applicants 
submit that all of the claims and arguments of the September 28 Amendment should have 
been entered and considered by the Examiner because such claims and arguments were 
submitted responsive to the non-final Office Action of April 28, 2009. 

On November 16, 2009 the Office erroneously mailed an Advisory Action responsive 
to Applicants' September 28 Amendment. Section 3 on page 2 of the Advisory Action 
indicates that the amendment of September 28, 2009 was not entered for the reason that it 
would raise new issues for consideration. Applicants submit that the mailing of the Advisory 
Action subsequent to Applicants' response to a non-final Office Action was error on the part 
of the Office. 
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Applicants request withdrawal of the Advisory Action and full consideration of the 

claims and arguments of Applicants' September 28, 2009 Amendment. 
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